the admirable organisation which the Roman Catholic Church possesses for work among the poor, it seems not improbable that Mr. Gladstone has in this respect overstated Ins case. As to the total relative change in the proportions of Catholics and Protestants of late years, Monsignor Capel does not profess to know exactly how the case stands. i Some priests of experience among us are of opinion that, taking one thing with another, our numerical gain is not considerable.7 But, be this as it may, he has ground for asserting that in general position and organisation the Roman Catholic Church has considerably advanced. One other preliminary statement deserves notice. Monsignor Capel is obliging enough i distinctly to state' that such persons as Dr. Pusey, Dr. Liddon, and Mr. Machonochie, are not < intentionally moving towards the See of Ptonie.' But, on the other hand, ' if we look not to intentions but to facts, then we are obliged to declare that beyond doubt these men are unintentionally, but not the less assuredly, disseminating several doctrines of the Roman Church/ The inherent power, he adds, of these * truths' cannot do otherwise than produce fruit; 'and our experience bears witness to the fact that a steady and ever-increasing current has set in from the Ritualistic party to the Catholic Church.' Such experience is a very good test of the real tendency of the extreme High Church School.
But, passing from these subsidiary matters, what has Monsignor Capel to say in answer to the charge that a Roman Catholic has 'forfeited' his mental, and moral freedom, and has placed his loyalty and civil duty at the mercy of another 1 He indulges in a great many assertions in contradiction of this allegation, and he quotes a great many assurances, especially from ardent converts, to the effect that they were very happy, and were quite unconscious of their servitude. What, however, have such utterances to do with the question1? Mr. Gladstone himself guarded against such a sophism when he preferred to state that converts had ' forfeited,1 rather than that they had surrendered, their freedom. The question is not whether the birds are in a large and airy cage, but whether there is somebody who is able to shut the door whenever he pleases, and to limit the extent of their flights. As to Monsignor Capel's own assertions, he really must excuse our saying, without -any personal disrespect to him, that they are too preposterous to be seriously dealt with. For instance, at the very outset, desiring to enlighten his readers on the contents of the Vatican decrees, he states * that those decrees treat of God the Creator, of revelation, of faith/ &c.; c but of civil allegiance and the rela-